
p3. Our +$&ml l&mwy haa a 0-y 09 a book mtitled "Nutzition~ Phyoi- 
cd. Degerurrationtt by %&on I'rics, published in 193%0 by Eksbw m&w 
Ghanby the &niw&awIwdasy af ApplledNitrit~. Ia this tisbock to which 
you r&w? On page 342 thare Ia a paseing nmtion (not nd&aila of aa mq~rl- 
av.mt") of a aerier of fwrr Utters by the same dacrhshund I&@, in esoh of 
rrhfirh there ocmumwl pups with defomities. ~There ia a alight iboomirrtene~r 
fig. la r8f0rs k, a bSche8, but #ita 5u3y hav0 been a typographiodil error.3 
Thee is nQ aenWa here of any evideear t&at the hm~d%tmy QbrwPaLtilitier 
tranmitted by ?h8 prqxmitue dre wwm indumd by hi.8 nutritional statue, nor 
does your 18ttar refer to arry 8ort of oolltrol, whioh mt raise t&As obsorva- 
tAorl to tile 8tatuB of an eapsrinlant. Pr&ue'r cmx3lusion that the gemotqp@ of 
the tasrle parant, arag Wluenes oongeti$@. abnorarelitles is not objeot&mable, 

P4. Xwoti be veryaawh intxwestod to me the details of the rrgrcbriaubarta 
on e&&t3 -wail.dycaufav~r50 4th aillllp)intwhsnthey arspubliahed? This 
type of expertit reqtdrsa 8 genet4.o purity of parental linea that I doubt 
has bem attained in oate. 

P5..Whlls I agrcasr t&&due ocm&¶~~tSmaustbe given to pri~~%tlvm praa- 
ticas in seedal orgtmbation and h&da behavior, for ~Ml.imd pooplua havq L 



a great deal to learn about how to live, you can hardly cite fAia as evi- 
dence. 1Vtm all, som primitive peoples have not uonnecbd interaourse 
with conczeption, and others plauate the gods of the elements, which does 
not imply that our biology and our mteorology are false. &t even if this 
type of argument were acupptable, the e&amples cited by Price might be 
directed towards the maintenance of fertility, nutritional effmzts on which 
I could not controvert. 

P.6. Igreed, or rather agreeable. 

P7, You am begging the question, not, biting evidence. 

P8. This might be intsreatinq, If there could be adequate controls. was 
the motherta nutrition independent of'the father's? Are you igboring the 
discordant examples, of which there mat be many, and rslecting only those 
chance sequences which fit the concept? 'this type of reasoning shpuld b8 
backed up by a careful statistihL anelysis. Otherwise, anyone with a bz4a.d 
experience can select/, consciously or otherwise, those sequeaeee which fit 
his a priori concepts. 

P9. P8rhaps they agree that the evidenae is grossly inadequats . 

PlC. I think you have misintmpreted the Drosophila experimmts. I don't know 
of anyone who has cl&d to rattore the normal gen#otype by nutritional nmans. 
Sam mutants apay be modified in their immiiats phenotypic mpremion by 
nutrition, which is a very different thing. I am certainly unacquianbed with 
any suggestion of an influence of paternal nutrition. 

Pll. H8mdify is not immtabls - at leaat with respect to apontane&a nmtations, 
and genetic changes induced by X-rays and certain wry toxic chemicals. 
I do not deny that the possibility exists of nutritional effects in the ml-e, 
but we am not discussing this. We are discussing whether there is any evidence 
for it, and of this I am left entirely unconvinced. My oolleagues in this de- 
partment, many of whom ar8 actively engaged both in nutritional and gmetic 
factors in aniaal reproduation,are of a like mind, 

This amiticiam is perhaps close to carping, direct8d as it is against a 
very narrow aspmt of your highly conmendable work. Certainly we do not wish 
to neglect the nutritional status of fathem, for many reasons besides the 
likelihood of fertility 8ffeuts and the remote possibility of effeuts on con- 
genital mlformations . The lay public is however often poorly informed on 
these matters> in particular with the mu-rent Lysenkist controversy. It is 
important on that basis to be 8xtremel.y cautious in propagating w&U.-established 
facts as distinguished from speculations. For q part, I would be extremely 
herr i&ant to propound uncertain data in another specialty than my own, for example 
nutrition. 

Simrrely your8, 

Joshua Lsderberg 
htistant Prof es8oP 

of C8rutica 


